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TOE  RIVER  VALLEY 


Spruce  Pine,  the  largest  town  in  Mitchell  County,  is 
located  in  the  heart  of  the  Toe  River  Valley.   The  valley  con- 
sists of  Mitchell  and  Yancey  Counties  and  a  part  of  Avery  County. 
A  more  recent  name  for  this  area  is  Mayland.   The  first  letter  of 
each  county  was  used  to  create  the  prefix  May.   Mayland,  or  the 
land  of  Mitchell,  Avery  And  Yancey  Counties,  has  an  average  ele- 
vation of  2,500  feet,  with  a  range  from  about  1,700  to  over  6,300 
feet.   Actually,  this  area  is  a  valley  only  in  the  sense  that  it 
is  surrounded  by,  and  is  lower  than,  a  number  of  mountain  ranges. 
The  Blue  Ridge  creates  an  east  wall  for  the  valley;  the  Balds, 
the  Unakas,  the  Iron  Mountains  and  the  Roan  the  west  wall;  the 
Black  Mountains  are  to  the  south  and  a  mountain  divide  connect- 
ing the  Blue  Ridge  and  the  Smokies  is  to  the  north. 

The  area  which  now  constitutes  Mayland  was  reserved  by  the 
English  Crown  in  1763  as  an  Indian  hunting  ground.   White  settlers 
were  forbidden  to  enter  the  area  in  their  quest  for  new  land.   How- 
ever, it  appears  that  the  law  of  a  distant  ruler  was  not  great 
enough  to  keep  a  few  hardy  men  away.   During  the  war  for  Colonial 
independence  the  Revolutionary  Legislature  overrode  the  British 
rule  and  officially  opened  the  area  for  settlement.   The  first 
resident  to  receive  a  grant  was  Samuel  Bright.   Bright  carved  a 
trail  which  bore  his  name,  Bright's  Trace,  from  the  Big  Yellow 
Mountain  to  McKinney's  Gap.   It  was  over  this  same  trace  that 
John  Sevier's  "Over  the  Mountain  Boys"  went  to  meet  the  British 
at  Kings  Mountain  in  1780.   Others  came  to  the  valley  and  other 
grants  of  land  were  issued.   Settlers  of  English  and  Scotch 
blood  made  up  the  bulk  of  the  valley's  new  residents. 


MITCHELL  COUNTY 

For  many  years  the  valley  was  virtually  isolated  from  the 
rest  of  the  world.   This  isolation  bred  self-sufficiency,  each 
family  providing  for  its  own  needs.   This  life  led  to  a  way  of 
thinking  unlike  that  of  the  tidewater  south,  and  acted  to  unite 
many  of  the  valley's  residents  with  the  north  in  the  disputes 
which  were  to  ignite  the  Civil  War.   Due  to  the  high  feelings 
that  ran  through  the  valley  at  that  time,  Mitchell  County  was 
born.   It  was  a  center  for  northern  sympathizers  and  was  created 
from  parts  of  several  surrounding  counties.   Because  of  its  sym- 
pathy toward  the  north,  the  newborn  county  became  a  haven  and 
escape  route  for  federal  prisoners  who  had  eluded  their  southern 
captors. 

The  county  is  named  after  Elisha  Mitchell,  famed  professor 
of  the  University  of  North  Carolina  who  was  killed  in  an  accident 
in  1857,  while  exploring  the  mountain  which  also  bears  his  name. 
The  county  seat  became  Bakersville,  formerly  called  Davis.   In 
1867  a  log  courthouse  was  constructed  in  Bakersville,  which  was 
on  the  old  Morgan  ton- Jone sbo ro  turnpike.   The  route  of  this  turn- 
pike is  approximated  by  the  present  Route  26  from  Marion  to  the 
top  of  Iron  Mountain. 

The  isolation  which  bred  independence  among  the  valley 
people  also  created  certain  problems.   Trips  in  and  out  of  the 
valley  over  the  existing  roads  were  difficult  at  best.   To  de- 
liver the  few  cash  crops  and  other  resources  of  the  valley  to 
market  was  a  slow  and  difficult  task  that  few  cared  to  undertake. 
For  this  reason  the  coming  of  the  railroad  marked  something  of  a 
turning  point.   It  brought  Mayland  closer  to  the  outside  world. 
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SPRUCE  PINE 


The  railroad  reached  Spruce  Pine  in  1903.   The  town  was 
little  more  than  a  hamlet  at  that  time.   It  had  originally  been 
called  Kim  Thickets,  after  Kim  McHone,  who  lived  there.   Another 
resident  of  the  hamlet  was  Isaac  English,  northern  sympathizer 
and  owner  of  the  English  Inn,  which  still  stands  today.   Mrs. 
English,  the  first  postmistress,  has  been  credited  with  giving 
the  town  its  present  name.   The  area  abounds  in  spruce  p-ines, 
one  of  which  grew  in  front  of  the  English  Inn,   It  was  this 
particular  tree  that  inspired  Mrs.  English  to  name  the  town 
Spruce  Pine. 

As  with  many  towns,  the  early  development  of  Spruce  Pine 
from  a  hamlet  to  the  county's  largest  town  can  be  attributed 
primarily  to  the  railroad.   The  railroad  ended  the  area's  long 
period  of  isolation,  and  made  Spruce  Pine  a  focal  point  for 
trade,  recreation,  and  shipment  of  crops  and  resources  to  mar- 
ket.  This  end  of  isolation  also  meant  that  the  price  of  land 
in  the  area  would  increase.   In  the  late  1700's,  land  in  Spruce 
Pine  could  be  purchased  for  a  nickel  an  acre,  and  in  the  late 
1830's  it  could  still  be  bought  for  twenty-five  or  thirty  cents 
an  acre.   When  the  railroad  came  to  Spruce  Pine  in  1903,  it  so 
affected  the  area  that  the  Holston  Holding  Company  bought  160 
acres  of  land  from  L.  A.  Berry  for  $2,500.   This  sizeable  in- 
crease in  land  cost  was  created  by  the  location  of  the  railroad. 
This  land  included  most  of  the  present  central  business  district 
and  some  of  the  surrounding  residential  area.   After  the  railroad 
was  completed,  the  holding  company  was  able  to  resell  the  land 
for  $17,000.   The  land  was  bought  by  a  partnership  consisting  of 
John  V.  Cox,  Tom  Byrd  and  Dr.  Charles  A.  Peterson.   They  promptly 
had  the  tract  laid  out  in  streets  and  building  lots.   Those  aven- 
ues which  ran  parallel  to  the  railroad  and  North  Toe  River  were 
named  after  trees,  and  the  streets  which  crossed  these  were  named 
for  gems.   This  became  the  real  beginning  for  Spruce  Pine,  which 
was  incorporated  as  a  town  in  1907. 
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*  Mitchell  County  and  Grassy  Creek  Township,  less  Spruce  Pine, 
each  reached  a  peak  population  in  1940.   Since  that  time  both  have 
experienced  a  steady  loss  of  population, 

*  Spruce  Pine  has  continued  to  grow  since  its  incorporation, 
but  the  rate  of  growth  is  declining, 

*  Between  1950  and  1960  heavy  migration  from  Mitchell  County 
occurred  in  the  age  groups  which  are  normally  entering  the  labor 
force  for  the  first  time.   From  a  total  of  3092  people  in  this 
young  adult  group,  1455  moved  away  during  the  1950-1960  decade. 
Spruce  Pine  fared  better  than  the  county  with  regard  to  migration. 
This  is  undoubtedly  due,  in  part,  to  better  job  opportunities 
within  the  town  than  in  the  county  as  a  whole. 

*  If  it  is  assumed  that  the  future  will  produce  development 
trends  similar  to  those  in  the  past.  Spruce  Pine  will  have  a  slow 
but  steady  growth  in  its  population  while  the  rest  of  Grassy  Creek 
Township  and  Mitchell  County  will  have  a  steady  population  decline, 

*  Spruce  Pine  has  a  median  education  level  (for  persons  twenty- 
five  years  old  or  older)   of  10.0  years.   This  is  higher  than  that 
for  the  state  (8.9  years),  but  slightly  lower  than  the  state's 
urban  population  (10.4  years). 

*  Income  levels  in  Spruce  Pine  are  below  those  for  the  entire 
state,  and  family  incomes  are  nearly  two-thousand  dollars  below 
those  for  the  United  States.   Income  levels  within  Mitchell  County 
are  about  half  that  of  the  United  States,  and  they  are  well  below 
those  for  the  state.   So  long  as  county  income  levels  are  so  low 
young  people  will  continue  to  move  away, 

*  Fully  35.5  percent  of  the  families  in  Spruce  Pine  earn  less 
than  $3,000  per  year.   These  people  have  great  difficulty  providing 
the  basic  essentials  of  life.   Until  a  way  is  found  to  improve 
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their  position  they  will  prove  to  be  an  unintentional  burden  upon 
others . 

■"  With  43.7  percent  of  all  the  families  and  55.6  percent  of 
the  family  incomes  within  the  county.  Grassy  Creek  Township  is 
virtually  the  population  and  financial  center  of  the  county. 

*  Of  all  housing  in  Spruce  Pine,  63.9  percent  is  in  sound 
condition,  27,1  percent  is  deteriorating  and  should  be  repaired 
immediately,  and  9.0  percent  is  dilapidated,  or  beyond  repair. 
The  seventy-one  homes  in  the  dilapidated  category  could  do  con- 
siderable harm  if  they  are  left  to  spread  the  influence  of  their 
bl  ight  . 

'•     Spruce  Pine  is  building  twenty-two  low-cost  public  housing 
units  to  house  low  income  families.   The  town  should  also  consider 
the  possibility  of  a  program  to  teach  unskilled  workers  a  useful 
trade. 

*  Nearly  one-fourth  of  all  the  employment  in  Mitchell  County 
is  found  in  Spruce  Pine. 

*  There  were  512  less  jobs  in  Mitchell  County  in  1960  than 
1950.   The  major  area  of  loss  was  in  agriculture. 

*  Both  manufacturing  and  co mm erce  realized  substantial  em- 
ployment  gains  between  1950  and  1960. 

*  Male  employment  in  Mitchell  County  decreased  between  1950 
and  1960  while  female  employment  increased  by  50=9  percent. 

*  The  greatest  losses  in  male  employment  were  in  the  farm  and 
unskilled  labor  categories.   The  greatest  gain  was  in  clerical  and 
sales  work.   More  emphasis  is  being  placed  on  education  and  train- 
ing, thus  those  with  a  low  level  of  education  and  skill  are  doomed 
to  the  ranks  of  the  unemployed  more  than  ever. 


*  Young  adults  are  looking  for  employment  outside  Mitchell 
County,   This  has  become  necessary  because:   (1)   employment  was 
not  available  in  the  county,  or  (2)   available  employment  does  not 
meet  the  desires,  skills  or  wage  expectations  of  the  potential 
workers.   A  large  number  leave  the  county  altogether  while  others 
simply  commute  daily  to  ou t-o f -co un t y  jobs.   In  the  case  of  those 
who  move  away,  there  is  a  loss  of  a  costly  human  resource.   The 
time  and  money  which  was  invested  in  educating  the  migrator  will 
be  lost.   To  compound  the  problem,  in  all  probability  it  is  the 
most  talented  who  will  leave. 

*  Within  twenty  miles  of  Spruce  Pine  an  estimated  3,410  re- 
cruitable  pro  due t ion- type  workers  are  available.   Of  this  number 
140  are  skilled  and  670  are  semi-skilled. 

*  The  most  substantial  loss  of  employment  between  1950  and 
1960  was  in  agriculture  and  related  fields.   The  number  of  farms 
decreased  along  with  farm  employment,  but  the  average  size  of 
farms  increased  as  did  the  cash  value  of  farm  products. 

*  Because  of  foreign  competition  in  labor  cost,  strategic 
mica  is  no  longer  mined  in  the  Spruce  Pine  area.   The  only  mica 
mining  that  is  carried  on  now  is  for  the  less  expensive,  but  more 
easily  mined  ground  mica.   Because  of  a  similar  foreign  competi- 
tion, the  price  of  feldspar  and  kaolin  cannot   rise.   Thus  while 
these  minerals  are  mined  and  processed  it  must  be  on  a  limited 
scale  with  regard  to  the  employment  of  labor.   Therefore,  the  in- 
come from  this  operation  has  remained  relatively  low  over  the 
years  even  though  living  costs  have  continued  to  rise. 

*  Retail  and  wholesale  trade  in  the  economy  of  Spruce  Pine 
and  Mitchell  County  is  improving.   Total  sales,  wages,  and  the 
number  of  employees  have  all  increased  by  substantial  amounts  dur- 
ing recent  years. 
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GROWTH 

Spruce  Pine  has  shown  a  continuous  growth  since  it  was 
incorporated  in  1907.   In  1920  there  were  717  people  in  the 
town.   By  1960,  the  number  had  increased  to  2,504.   While  the 
town  has  continued  to  grow  over  the  years  its  rate  of  growth 
has  continuously  declined.   The  highest  rate  of  growth,  as 
shown  by  the  U.  S.  Census,  was  between  1920  and  1930,  when  the 
town  experienced  a  115.6  percent  increase  in  population.   Each 
successive  decade  after  that  time  has  shown  a  decreasing  growth 
rate.   The  growth  rate  for  the  decade  of  1950-1960  was  9.8  per- 
cent. 

As  with  Spruce  Pine,  Mitchell  County  and  Grassy  Creek 
Township  witnessed  their  highest  growth  rates  in  the  early  part 
of  the  century.   However,  unlike  Spruce  Pine,  Mitchell  County 
reached  a  peak  in  1940,  and  since  that  time  it  has  lost  popula- 
tion.  Grassy  Creek  Township,  as  a  whole,  has  a  growth  rate 
similar  to  the  town's.   The  rate  of  growth  has  declined  sharply 
in  the  past  few  decades,  but  there  has  been  no  decrease  in  actii- 
al   numbers.   However,  when  the  population  of  Spruce  Pine  is 
removed,  the  growth  rate  of  the  township  resembles  that  of  the 
county.   Both  reached  their  peak  growth  in  1940  and  have  actually 
lost  population  ever  since.   In  reality,  the  fact  that  the  whole 
township  can  show  a  continuous  growth  is  due  to  the  presence  of 
Spruce  Pine.   Figure  1  shows  the  growth  relationships  of  the 
above  mentioned  areas. 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  POPULATION 

BY 

AGE  AND  SEX 


Rate  of  growth  is  only  one  aspect  of  an  area's  population. 
For  a  clearer  understanding  of  people  and  their  needs  it  is  well 
to  know  something  about  the  ratio  of  males  to  females  and  the 
size  of  the  various  age  groups.   Figure  2  shows  a  breakdown  of 
the  population  by  age  and  sex  for  the  county.  Spruce  Pine,  and 
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FIGURE    I 
POPULATION     GROWTH 
SPRUCE     PINE,     GRASSY    CREEK    TOWNSHIP    AND    MITCHELL    COUNTY 
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FIGURE  2 
COMPOSITION  OF  POPULATION.  BY 
AGE  AND  SEX  -  1960 
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FIGURE  2  CONTINUED 

COMPOSITION  OF  POPULATION  BY 

AGE  AND  SEX  -  1950 
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the  rest  of  Grassy  Creek  Township.   This  same  information  for 
Spruce  Pine  is  shown  on  Figure  3.   The  distribution  of  the 
population  is  relatively  normal.   By  normal  is  meant  that  there 
is  a  heavy  concentration  in  the  younger  age  groups  which  is 
created  by  the  age  groups  of  child  bearing  age.   Beyond  the  age 
of  about  nineteen  the  age  groups  begin  to  decrease  in  population 
until  the  oldest  age  group  is  reached.   The  result  of  a  normally 
distributed  population,  when  placed  on  a  bar  graph  of  the  type 
shown,  is  a  figure  not  unlike  a  pyramid.   The  less  normal  the 
distribution,  the  more  distorted  the  pyramid  shape  becomes.   Ulti- 
mately  distortion  could  lead  to  an  inverted  pyramid. 

MIGRATION 

One  notable  distortion  in  the  population  pyramid  for  Spruce 
Pine  is  the  shortage  of  males  in  the  20-29  age  bracket.   This 
shortage  indicates  a  lack  of  good  job  opportunities  within  the 
area.   This  creates  the  necessity  for  young  people  to  go  else- 
where in  search  for  work.   If  this  migration  trend  continues 
over  an  extended  period  an  area  so  affected  will  find  itself 
lacking  in  the  age  groups  that  might  be  considered  the  bulwark  of 
the  economy.   On  the  other  hand,  the  non-working  age  groups,  0-19 
and  65  and  over,  will  become  disproportionately  large.   What  does 
this  mean?   In  the  first  place  the  area  loses  a  great  resource, 
one  for  which  a  great  amount  of  time  and  money  has  been  invested. 
When  young  people  leave  they  take  with  them  their  education.   This 
represents  a  long  term  investment  for  which  there  will  be  no  re- 
turn.  Secondly,  it  most  often  happens  that  the  most  talented  younj 
people  are  the  ones  to  leave.   Thus  the  deficit  in  numbers  is  com- 
pounded by  a  deficit  in  talent,  and  it  is  this  talent  that  the 
area  needs  most  to  help  guide  the  future  of  the  town  and  county. 
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FIGURE      3 


SPRUCE       PINE        POPULATION      BY       AGE      GROUP 
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SOURCE'-      U.S.      CENSUS      OF       POPULATION,      I960 


A  third  aspect  of  such  a  migratory  trend  is  the  increase 
in  the  non-working  age  groups:   those  too  young  to  work  and  those 
who  have  retired  from  the  active  labor  force.   As  this  trend  de- 
velops there  will  be  a  need  for  greater  monetary  outlays  for  their 
support.   At  the  same  time  those  who  provide  the  support  will  be 
diminishing  in  numbers. 

Figures  4  and  5  show  the  migration  for  different  age 
groups  within  the  county  and  Spruce  Pine  in  the  ten  year  period 
between  1950  and  1960.   The  tables  show  the  population  of  each 
age  group  in  1950.   These  same  groupings  are  then  shown  as  they 
exist  ten  years  later,  and  the  remaining  population  is  computed 
as  a  percentage  of  the  1950  population.   In  the  case  of  the  county 
population,  every  age  group  in  the  white  population  showed  a  loss. 
Three  non-white  age  groups  remained  the  same  while  two  actually 
gained  in  population.   With  regard  to  Spruce  Pine,  one  age  group 
in  the  male  and  one  in  the  female  population  gained.   All  other 
age  groups  lost.   Non-white  population  is  not  shown  since  there 
was  only  one  non-white  male  within  the  town. 

The  greatest  losses  for  the  county  in  1950  were  the  age 
groups  of  10-14  and  15-19.   By  1960  these  people  had  become  20-24 
and  25-29  respectively.   These  are  the  age  groups  which  are  trying 
to  establish  themselves  in  the  labor  force.   Their  migration  indi- 
cates a  lack  of  available  and  adequate  work  in  the  county.   As  can 
be  seen  in  Figure  5,  only  45.1  percent  of  the  males  and  49.9  per- 
cent of  the  females  in  the  10-14  age  group  remained  in  1960.   The 
15-19  age  group  had  only  52.4  percent  of  the  males  and  65.3  per- 
cent of  the  females  remaining  in  1960.   These  figures  show  a  heavy 
loss  of  human  resources  for  the  county.   In  actual  numbers  it  means 
that  the  county  lost  1,455  people  out  of  a  total  of  3,092  for  these 
age  groups,  in  ten  years.   This  is  nearly  half,  or  47.06  percent  of 
those  in  the  two  age  groups. 
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FIGURE 

4 

NET  MIGRATION 
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FIGURE  5 
NET  MIGRATION  FOR  MITCHELL  COUNTY  1950  -  I960 
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Spruce  Pine  fared  considerably  better  than  the  county  with 
regard  to  migration.   In  fact,  in  the  ten  years  between  1950  and 
1960  there  was  a  slight  in-migration  of  males  in  the  15-24  age 
group  and  females  in  the  5-14  age  group.   This  is  undoubtedly  due 
in  part  to  better  job  opportunities  within  the  town  than  in  the 
county  as  a  whole. 

FUTURE  POPULATION 

If  it  were  possible  to  know  the  exact  number  of  people  in 
Spruce  Pine  at  some  future  date,  we  could  easily  plan  for  their 
needs  now.   We  cannot   do  this,  but  we  can  attempt  a  projection 
of  the  population  into  the  future.   When  a  projection  is  made  it 
must  be  based  upon  certain  assumptions  about  what  will  or  will 
not  happen  during  the  time  period  under  consideration.   Since  it 
is  impossible  to  foresee  all  events  before  they  happen,  any  pro- 
jection must  be  made  subject  to  reconsideration,  when  it  is  war- 
ranted by  unexpected  changes. 

The  North  Carolina  State  Department  of  Conservation  and 
Development,  Division  of  Community  Planning,  made  a  population 
projection  for  each  county  in  the  state.   Their  projection  for 
Mitchell  County  shows  a  decline,  both  in  1970  and  in  1980.   This 
projection  is  based  upon  the  assumption  that  past  population  trends 
will  continue  into  the  future.   This  same  assumption,  if  applied  to 
Spruce  Pine,  will  mean  that  the  town  can  expect  a  slow  but  contin- 
ued growth  over  the  same  period.   Of  course  the  assumption  about 
the  trend  in  population  growth  implies  that  the  economy  will  fol- 
low a  similar  pattern. 
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FIGURE  6 

POPULATION  1950-1960 

SPRUCE  PINE,  GRASSY  CREEK  TOWNSHIP 
AND  MITCHELL  COUNTY 
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PINE  TOWNSHIP       TOWNSHIP  WITH-       COUNTY 
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Projections  have  been  rounded  to  the  nearest  quarter  of  a  hundred. 

Many  things  which  would  completely  change  the  growth  pat- 
tern of  the  area  could  happen.   Spruce  Pine  could  experience  a 
boom  in  population  growth,  and  the  county  could  reverse  its  down- 
wa  rd  trend  if: 

*  New,  improved  roads  were  constructed  into  the  area, 

*  Industries  with  a  male  labor  force  and  high  pay 
scale  moved  into  the  area, 

*  New  technology  made  mineral  mining  more  profitable, 

*  Tourist  attractions  and  accommodations  were  properly 
developed  and  advertised, 

*  Development  is  planned  to  create  and  maintain  an  appeal 
ing,  protected  atmosphere  for  those  who  might  con- 
sider locating  in  the  area^ 

Any  of  these  possibilities  could  change  the  trend  of  de- 
velopment in  the  Spruce  Pine-Mitchell  County  area.   More  important 
than  whether  these  things  could  change  the  growth  pattern  physi- 
cally is  whether  they  could  change  it  in  other  ways.   It  is  of 
little  value  to  simply  grow  in  size.   It  is  far  more  important  to 
have  growth  in  the  welfare  of  the  people.   To  raise  and  maintain 
a  high  standard  of  living  should  be  the  goal  for  the  citizens  of 
Spruce  Pine , 
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URBANITY 

Upon  first  appearance  Mitchell  County  seems  to  be  rural 
farm  in  nature.   Actually  this  is  not  the  case.   Less  than  a  third 
(29.97o)  of  the  people  live  on  and  operate  farms.   The  rest  of  the 
county  is  classified  by  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census  as  either 
urban  or  r ur a  1 -non- f arm .   By  census  definition  communities  of 
2,500  or  more  people  are  classified  as  urban.    In  the  case  of 
Mitchell  County,  Spruce  Pine  is  the  only  urban  place,  and  it  ac- 
counted for  17.3  percent  of  the  1960  population  for  the  county. 
In  Grassy  Creek  Township,  excluding  Spruce  Pine,  13.5  percent  was 
designated  as  being  of  a  rural-farm  nature  in  1960,  and  86.5  per- 
cent was  r u r a  1 -non  - f a rm . 

SCHOOL  ENROLLMENT 


In  1960,  Spruce  Pine  had  a  school  enrollment  of  547  people. 
Of  this  number  six  were  in  kindergarten,  384  were  in  elementary 
school,  and  157  were  in  high  school.   The  census  data  from  which 
this  information  was  obtained  listed  no  college  enrollment. 
However,  a  check  of  high  school  records  revealed  that  there  were 
36  persons  enrolled  in  college. 

In  the  same  census  year  Spruce  Pine  had  1,339  people  who 
were  twenty-five  years  old  or  over.   This  is  the  group  for  which 
it  can  generally  be  said  that  formal  educational  training  has 
ended.   It  is  interesting  to  know  something  about  the  educational 
achievements  of  this  group  because  they  represent  the  responsible 
adult  citizenry  of  the  town.   Economically  speaking,  education  is 
a  resource  upon  which  commerce  and  industry  rely  heavily.   Natural 
resources  are  of  little  value  if  an  intelligent  labor  force  cannot 
be  found  to  process  them  into  useful  products-   Education  becomes 
more  critical  as  new  and  more  complex  production  methods  are 
evolved.   Figure  7  shows  educational  information  for  Spruce  Pine 
as  well  as  for  the  rest  of  the  county.   As  can  be  seen,  the  Town 
of  Spruce  Pine  fares  quite  favorably  when  compared  to  the  rest  of 
Mitchell  County  and  the  state. 
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The  income  of  any  group  of  people  determines  to  a  large  de- 
gree the  standard  of  living  they  may  enjoy.   Where  the  income  is 
high  it  is  usually  found  that  the  general  educational  level  is  also 
high,  the  potential  skills  of  the  people  are  better  developed,  and 
better  public  and  private  facilities  are  at  the  disposal  of  the 
people. 

To  study  the  financial  condition  of  any  group  it  is  neces- 
sary to  know  the  total  income  which  it  receives.   However,  it  is 
not  sufficient  to  speak  of  the  total  income  without  correlating 
this  with  the  people  themselves.   There  are  several  ways  to  relate 
the  income  to  the  people  who  receive  it.   Each  way  provides  a  bet- 
ter understanding  of  the  style  of  life  that  exists.   Then  too,  it 
is  well  to  compare  the  income  of  any  one  area  with  other  areas. 
This  provides  a  basis  for  judging  the  local  conditions  more  ade- 
quately. 

While  there  are  a  number  of  ways  to  examine  the  income  of 
an  area,  there  are  three  relatively  standard  measures  which  are 
mos  t  often  used: 

1.  Average  (or  mean)  Family  Income  —  The  sum  of  all 
family  incomes  divided  by  the  total  number  of  families. 

2.  Median  Family  Income  —  The  mid-point:   half  the 
families  earn  more  and  half  earn  less  than  the  median. 

3.  Per  Capita  Income  —  The  total  income  of  all  fami- 
lies and  individuals  divided  by  the  total  population. 

These  three  methods  are  shown  on  Figure  8  for  Spruce  Pine 
and  other  selected  areas.   Spruce  Pine  falls  short  of  both  the 
urban  United  States  and  urban  North  Carolina  in  all  three  cate- 
gories.  However,  the  citizens  of  Spruce  Pine  are  considerably 
better  off  than  their  rural  counterparts  in  the  rest  of  the  town- 
ship and  the  county. 

In  1960  there  were  673  families  in  the  Town  of  Spruce  Pine. 
These  families  earned  a  total  of  $3,556,500  the  previous  year. 
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FIGURE     8 


I960     INCOME     MEASURES     FOR     SPRUCE    PINE 
AND    OTHER    SELECTED     AREAS 
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Figure  8  indicates  the  several  ways  of  comparing  the  total  in- 
come level  with  other  areas.   Figure  9  provides  a  percentage 
breakdown  for  comparative  purposes.   The  Governor  of  North  Caro- 
lina has  stated  that  an  income  of  less  than  $3,000  indicates  near 
poverty  conditions.   This  statement,  made  in  a  report  on  poverty 
in  this  state,  is  especially  pertinent  to  this  study.   As  can  be 
seen  in  Figure  9,  fully  35.5  percent  of  the  families  in  Spruce 
Pine  fall  into  this  near  poverty  category.   For  these  families  ob- 
taining the  bare  necessities  of  adequate  housing,  clothing,  and 
diet  is  a  major  effort.   This  group  cannot  be  considered  as  being 
a  part  of  what  is  generally  called  our  affluent  society.   This 
rather  large  segment  of  the  population  earned  only  12.1  percent 
of  the  total  income.   Of  the  239  families  that  fell  into  this  cate- 
gory, 53  of  them,  or  22.1  percent,  earned  less  than  $1,000,  62 
families,  or  25.5  percent,  earned  between  $1,000  and  $1,999,  and 
124  families,  or  52.4  percent,  earned  from  $2,000  to  $2,999.   It 
is  impossible  to  imagine  the  bottom  115  families  as  being  other 
than  poverty  stricken,  and  the  top  124  families  can  be  little  more 
by  our  modern  day  standards. 

Nearly  half  of  all  the  families  in  Spruce  Pine  fall  into 
the  middle  income  bracket  as  depicted  in  Figure  9.   Unlike  the 
upper  and  lower  brackets,  the  percent  of  income  received  by  this 
group  is  almost  equivalent  to  the  percent  of  the  families  repre- 
sented in  the  group.   The  fact  that  the  income  percentage  is 
slightly  below  the  family  percentage  for  this  group  indicates  that 
the  sum  of  all  incomes  is  slightly  weighted  towards  the  lower  end 
of  the  income  scale.   These  families  can  provide  for  themselves 
an  adequate  to  moderately  comfortable  living  standard. 

At  the  upper  end  of  the  income  scale,  16.5  percent  of  all 
families  in  Spruce  Pine  earned  $8,000  and  over.   This  group  re- 
ceived 41.6  percent  of  the  total  income.   Thus  this  group  can 
provide  a  comfortable  style  of  life  for  themselves  by  normal 
s  tanda  rds . 
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This  distribution  of  income,  although  somewhat  unbalanced, 

in  reality  is  not  unique.   A  glance  at  the  other  areas  on  Figure 

9  will  show  that  they  too  follow  a  similar  distribution  pattern. 

However,  this  fact,  no  matter  how  soothing  it  may  be,  does  not 

alleviate  the  plight  of  those  in  the  lower  income  brackets.   Until 
a  way  is  found  to  improve  their  position  they  will  prove  to  be  an 
unintentional  burden  upon  others. 

One  further  income  analysis  can  be  made  to  see  how  well 
Grassy  Creek  Township  compares  with  the  other  minor  civil  divi- 
sions of  Mitchell  County.   This  information  may  be  found  on 
Figure  10.   With  43.7  percent  of  all  the  families  living  within 
the  county.  Grassy  Creek  is  virtually  the  population  center  of 
the  county.   By  commanding  55.6  percent  of  the  family  incomes, 
the  township  is  the  financial  center  of  the  county  as  well. 

FIGURE  10 

TOTAL  FAMILY  INCOME  FOR  MITCHELL  COUNTY 
BY  TOWNSHIP  -  1960 
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0.6 

Poplar 

90 

2.6 

200,000 

1.6 

Red  Hill 

190 

5.4 

585,000 

4.5 

Snow  Creek 

401 

11.4 

1 

, 537 ,000 

11.9 

Mitchell  Co . 

3512 

100.0 

?12 

,920, 500 

100.0 

*Spruce  Pine  has  673  families  and  a  total  family  income  of 
$3,841, 500. 

Source:   Unpublished  U.  S.  Census  Data,  1960. 
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HOUSING 

Just  as  education  and  income  levels  are  important  factors 
in  understanding  the  people,  so  too  is  their  housing.   Later 
studies  will  analyze  the  housing  from  the  standpoint  of  location 
on  adequate  streets,  nearness  to  parks  and  schools,  adequacy  of 
water  and  sewer  facilities,  etc.   This  report  will  consider  the 
housing  in  terms  of  the  period  of  construction,  occupancy,  and 
condition. 

Period  of  Construction 

As  of  March,  1960,  there  were  789  houses  in  Spruce  Pine. 
Of  this  number  372,  or  nearly  half,  are  now  twenty-nine  years  old 
or  older.   These  dwellings  were  built  to  accommodate  the  early 
high  rate  of  growth  which  the  area  experienced.   The  same  is  true 
for  the  county  development. 

During  the  period  since  1940,  residential  construction  has 
continued  to  remain  healthy  both  in  Spruce  Pine  and  the  county. 
This  healthy  and  even  increasing  development  was  accomplished 
even  though  the  rate  of  population  growth  for  Spruce  Pine  was 
steadily  decreasing  and  that  for  the  county  showed  an  actual  loss 
of  people.   This  apparent  discrepancy  between  the  rate  of  con- 
struction and  the  growth  rates  may  be  explained,  at  least  in  part, 
by  changing  family  ties.   It  used  to  be  quite  common  for  several 
generations  of  one  family  to  reside  under  the  same  roof.   This 
was  especially  true  in  the  rural  areas  where  every  member  of  a 
family  provided  the  labor  that  was  required  to  operate  a  farm.   A 
decrease  in  farms  and  farm  employment,  the  increase  in  job  spe- 
cialization, the  need  to  move  in  search  of  a  particular  type  of 
employment  or  to  advance  in  a  field  of  employment,  the  ease  of 
mobility,  a  desire  for  new  and  improved  homes,  and  the  American 
dream  of  "owning  your  own  home"  have  all  played  a  part  in  separat- 
ing the  members  of  a  family.   It  is  rare  to  find  more  than  two 
generations  (the  parents  and  their  children)  under  the  same  roof 
today.   When  the  children  are  old  enough  they  move  away  to  find 
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their  own  fortunes  and  to  establish  their  own  homes.   Under  these 
circumstances  it  is  possible  to  have  a  continued  growth  in  resi- 
dential construction  for  some  time,  although  the  population  growth 
rate  is  slowing  down  or  has  actually  decreased. 

FIGURE  11 

RESIDENTIAL  CONSTRUCTION  TO  MARCH,  1960 
MITCHELL  COUNTY  AND  SPRUCE  PINE 


YEAR  STRUCTURE 
BUILT 


MITCHELL  COUNTY 
Number       7.  of  Total 


SPRUCE  PINE 
Number     %  of  Total 


1950  to  March  1960 

1940  to  1950 

1939  or  earlier 

Tota  1 


1092         26.5 

836         20.3 

2192        53.2 


4120 


100.0 


226 
191 
372 

789 


28.7 
24.2 
47.2 

100.0 


Source:   U.  S.  Census  of  Housing,  1960. 

Occupancy 

Of  the  789  houses  in  Spruce  Pine  in  1960,  61.2  percent  were 
owner  occupied.   Owner-occupancy  in  the  county  and  the  rest  of 
Grassy  Creek  Township  is  somewhat  higher  than  for  the  town.   This 
points  out  the  obvious,  that  in  areas  where  the  population  is  gen- 
erally older,  the  stability  of  employment  and  residence  is  greater. 
On  the  other  hand,  in  areas  which  have  an  influx  of  younger  people, 
some  specialization  of  employment,  and  a  population  which  migrates 
in  and  out,  depending  upon  the  availability  of  employment,  the 
owne r-o c cupany  rate  is  lower.   There  is  a  greater  tendency  to  rent 
a  home,  at  least  until  some  stability  of  residence  is  assured.   As 
may  be  expected,  the  percentage  of  renter  occupied  homes  in  Spruce 
Pine  is  greater  than  for  either  the  county  or  the  rest  of  the  town- 
ship. 
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Only  24  of  the  789  homes  in  Spruce  Pine  were  vacant  and 
available  for  rent  or  for  sale  in  I960.   This  represents  a  rea- 
sonable relationship  between  the  total  homes  that  are  available 
and  the  actual  need  for  homes.   There  were  37  homes  that  were 
vacant,  but  were  not  available  for  occupancy.   These  are  homes 
that  the  owners  have  chosen  not  to  utilize  for  one  reason  or  an- 
other and  seasonal  homes  which  are  used  only  for  short  periods 
of  time  by  visiting  owners.   Figure  12  provides  housing  data  for 
Spruce  Pine,  the  rest  of  Grassy  Creek  Township  and  Mitchell  County, 

In  1960,  there  were  no  Negro  families  in  Spruce  Pine,  and 
only  twelve  Negro  families  lived  in  the  entire  county.   Eleven  of 
the  twelve  families  resided  in  the  Grassy  Creek  Township  and  one 
family  lived  elsewhere.   Eight  of  the  twelve  families  occupied 
their  own  homes,  and  the  other  four  rented  their  dwellings. 

Housing  Conditions 

An  important  factor  in  preparing  a  comprehensive  plan  for 
any  area  is  an  understanding  of  the  conditions  of  the  housing.   A 
high  rate  of  substandard  housing  is  an  indication  of  a  low  style 
of  life.   Substandard  housing  is  generally  due  to  faulty  original 
construction,  poor  maintenance,  location  on  improper  streets,  and 
inadequate  water  and  sewer  facilities.   These  problems  will  be 
examined  in  a  later  study  and  recommendations  made  to  upgrade  de- 
clining areas  as  well  as  to  maintain  substantial  homes.   However, 
at  this  time  it  is  interesting  to  observe  the  qualitative  and 
quantitative  information  that  is  available.   For  purposes  of 
analysis  the  houses  are  grouped  into  three  categories: 

1.  Sound  -  Housing  which  has  no  defects,  or  only  slight 

defects  which  normally  are  corrected  during 
the  course  of  regular  maintenance, 

2.  De  t e  r  iora  t  ing  -  Housing  which  has  one  or  more  defects 

of  an  intermediate  nature  that  must  be  cor- 
rected if  the  unit  is  to  continue  to  provide 
safe  and  adequate  shelter. 

3.  Dilapidated  -  Housing  which  does  not  provide  safe  and 

adequate  shelter  and  in  its  present  condition 
endangers  the  health,  safety,  or  well-being  of 
the  occupan  t s . 
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FIGURE  12 

HOUSING  OCCUPANCY 

MITCHELL  COUNTY,  SPRUCE  PINE,  AND  REST 
OF  GRASSY  CREEK.  TOWNSHIP  -  1960 


HOUSING  UNITS 

MITCHELL 
No. 

COUNTY 

7o 

SPRUCE 
No. 

PINE 
% 

REST  OF  GRASSY 

CREEK  TOWNSHIP 

No.      % 

All  Housing  Units 

4,  120 

100.0 

789 

100.0 

970 

100.0 

Owne  r  Occupied 

2,953 

71  .7 

483 

61  .2 

777 

80.  1 

White 
Non-White 

2,945 
9 

99.7 
0.3 

483 

100.0 

768 
9 

98.8 
1.2 

Ren  ter  Occupied 

781 

18.9 

245 

31.1 

137 

14.2 

White 
Non-White 

779 
2 

99.5 
0.6 

245 

100.0 

135 
2 

98.5 
1  .5 

Available  Vacant 

126 

3.1 

24 

3.0 

10 

1.0 

For  Rent 

For  Sale  Onl 

96 
y    30 

22 
2 

7 
3 

Other  Vacant 

260 

6.3 

37 

4.7 

46 

4.8 

Source:   Published  and  unpublished  U.  S.  Census  Data,  1960, 


Figure  13  provides  a  breakdown  of  the  housing  units  in  Spruce 
Pine,  the  rest  of  Grassy  Creek  Township,  and  Mitchell  County.   In 
addition  to  providing  information  for  all  housing  units,  the  non- 
white  housing  has  been  classified  as  a  separate  category  (where 
applicable)  to  illuminate  the  living  conditions  of  this  group. 

In  the  case  of  all  the  housing  units,  the  majority  are  in 
sound  condition  and  most  of  these  have  a  full  complement  of  plumb- 
ing facilities.   In  each  case  over  a  fifth  of  the  houses  are  in 
need  of  repair  if  they  are  to  be  maintained  as  safe  and  adequate 
housing.   While  dilapidated  housing  constitutes  the  smallest 
group  percentage-wise,  it  is  still  large  enough  to  cause  concern. 
This  group  not  only  provides  inadequate  and  unsafe  housing  for 
those  who  inhabit  them,  but  they  create  a  blighting  influence  on 
the  surrounding  properties.   The  71  homes  in  the  dilapidated  cate- 
gory could  do  considerable  harm  if  they  are  left  to  spread  the  in- 
fluence of  their  blight.   Many  of  the  homes  in  the  deteriorating 
category  could  easily  become  dilapidated  if  the  owners  felt  that 
maintenance  was  not  warranted  because  of  the  poor  quality  of  the 
surrounding  properties. 

In  1960,  all  but  one  of  the  non-white  families  were  located 
in  Grassy  Creek  Township.   The  condition  of  the  eleven  non-white 
housing  units  was  virtually  the  reverse  of  that  for  all  housing. 
Only  two  dwellings  were  classified  as  sound  and  two  as  deterio- 
rating. The  other  seven,  or  63.6  percent,  were  classified  as 
dilapidated.   These  eleven  dwellings  represent  only  a  small  per- 
cent of  the  total  houses,  yet  they  demonstrate  quite  well  the 
plight  of  the  non-whites.   It  may  be  surmised  that  these  families 
are  among  the  least  educated,  least  skilled,  and  lowest  paid  peo- 
ple in  the  county.   They   and  the  white  families  of  similar  cir- 
cumstance desperately  need  assistance  if  they  are  ever  to  make  a 
beneficial  contribution  to  the  community  and  county. 
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FIGURE  13 

HOUSING  CONDITIONS 

MITCHELL  COUNTY,  SPRUCE  PINE 
and 
REST  OF  GRASSY  CREEK  TOWNSHIP  1960 


CONDITION  OF  HOUSING 
UNITS 


MITCHELL  COUNTY   SPRUCE  PINE 


No  . 


REST  OF  GRASSY 

CREEK  TOWNSHIP 

No.      % 


All  Housing  Un  its 

4 

120 

100 

.0 

789 

100.0 

970 

100 

.0 

S  ound 

2 

767 

67 

.2 

504 

63.9 

592 

61 

.0 

With  all  Plumbing 

2 

092 

486 

517 

Lacking  some  Plumb- 

ing 

675 

18 

75 

Deteriorating 

976 

23 

7 

214 

27  .1 

206 

21 

.3 

With  all  Plumbing 

275 

146 

81 

Lacking  some  Plumb- 

ing 

701 

68 

125 

Dilapidated 

377 

9 

1 

71 

9.0 

172 

17 

7 

Non-white  Housing 

11 

100 

0 

- 

- 

11 

100 

0 

Sound 

2 

18 

2 

_ 

2 

18 

2 

With  all  Plumbing 

2 

_ 

2 

Lacking  some  Plumbin 

8 

- 

- 

Deteriorating 

2 

18 

2 

_ 

_ 

2 

18 

2 

With  all  Plumbing 

1 

_ 

1 

Lacking  some  Plumbin 

g 

1 

- 

1 

Dilapidated 

7 

63 

6 

- 

- 

7 

63 

6 

Source:   Published  and  unpublished  U.  S.  Census  Data,  1960, 
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Spruce  Pine  is  now  in  the  process  of  building  twenty-two 
low-cost  public  housing  units  for  families  such  as  those  above. 
This  is  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  but  more  must  be  done. 
A  program  to  teach  unskilled  workers  a  trade  would  do  more  to 
overcome  extreme  poverty  conditions.   A  small  per-capita  invest- 
ment in  special  training  now  could  mean  many  savings  in  the  fu- 
ture in  terms  of  unemployment  and  welfare  checks. 
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Cities  and  towns  do  not  exist  for  and  of  themselves.   They 
have  sprung  up  to  provide  a  hinterland  with  services  which  are 
best  located  in  a  central  place.   Generally  speaking,  the  town  or 
city  acts  as  a  center  for  the  collection  and  selling  of  products 
produced  in  the  hinterland,  as  a  financial  center,  as  a  wholesale 
and  retail  outlet,  as  a  cultural  center,  as  a  central  location  for 
professional  and  governmental  activities,  and  as  a  gathering  place 
for  the  labor  force  which  is  required  to  operate  the  area's  indus- 
tries. 

EMPLOYMENT 

Nearly  one-fourth  of  all  the  employment  in  Mitchell  County 
is  found  in  Spruce  Pine.   It  is  the  largest  town  in  the  county 
and  thus  plays  a  major  role  in  the  overall  economy  of  the  area. 
Figure  14  shows  employment  figures  for  Spruce  Pine  and  Mitch- 
ell County  .     Employment  figures  for  1950  are  available  for  the 
County,  but  not  for  Spruce  Pine.   It  is,  therefore,  only  possible 
to  make  county  comparisons  between  1950-1960.   As  indicated  in 
the  table  some  groups  lost  employment  during  that  period  while 
others  gained.   For  those  that  lost  employment  there  was  a  sum 
decrease  of  1057  jobs,  while  545  jobs  were  gained  by  the  other 
groups.   In  effect  there  were  512  less  jobs  within  the  county  in 
1960  than  in  1950. 

Figure  14  lists  employment  in  broad  categories  without 
indicating  the  capacities  of  those  employed.   In  Figure  15  an 
employment  comparison  is  made  which  is  based  upon  the  particular 
abilities  of  those  employed.   It  is  evident  by  this  table  that 
more  and  more  importance  is  being  placed  upon  better  education 
and  training.   Employment  in  the  more  skilled  occupations  in- 
creased over  the  years  while  those  of  an  unskilled  nature  de- 
creased.  Furthermore,  employment  is  shifting  from  farm  occupa- 
tions to  those  of  a  more  urban  nature. 
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EMPLOYMENT 


FIGURE  14 
SPRUCE  PINE  AND  MITCHELL  COUNTY 


Employment  Type 


SPRUCE  PINE 
1960 


MITCHELL  COUNTY 
1950         1960 


Agriculture,  forestry,  fishery 


16 


1428 


615 


Manuf a  c  tur  ing 

Lumber,  furniture,  etc. 
Pr  ima  r y  me  ta  1  s 

Machinery,  except  electrica' 
Electrical  machinery 
Mo  tor  vehicles 
Other  transportation 
Other  dura  bl es 
Food 

Textiles 
Appare 1 
Pr  in  t  ing 

Other  nondurables  and 
not  specified 


258 
7 


70 

169 

12 


928 

1123 

304 

242 

2 

_ 

7 

12 

1 

_ 

9 

8 

1 

_ 

237 

269 

17 

20 

314 

502 

17 

50 

12 

16 

Mining 


123 


342 


445 


Con  struction 


33! 


Transportation 

Railroad 

Trucking 

Other  transportation 

Commun  ications 

Utilities 


51 

4 


28 
19 


221 

107 
57 
27 
15 

15 


184 

48 
48 
49 
20 
19 


Comme  r  c  e 


Who  1  e  sa 1 e 

All  retail 

Finance 

Business  and  repair  service 


232 

20 

167 

29 

16 


609 


i09 


64 

82 

429 

570 

27 

70 

89 

87 

204 

102 

101 

51 

Personal  services 

Private  household 
Other  personal,  hotel, 
en  t e  r  t a  inmen  t 


47 
16 

31 


103 


51 


Professional 

All  educat  ion 

Medical,  hospital,  and 

other  professional 
Public  administration 


120 
48 


52 
20 


351 

398 

181 

210 

73 

101 

97 

87 

Other  or  not  given 


17 


147 


Total  employment 


4568 


4056 


Source:   Published  and  unpublished  U.  S.  Census  Data,  1960. 
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Another  fact  which  is  illustrated  by  Figure  15  is  that 
male  employment  in  the  county  has  decreased  while  opportunities 
for  females  have  continued  to  improve.   Such  a  situation  presents 
young  males  with  two  alternatives:   (1)  if  they  remain  in  the 
county  they  must  commute  long  distances  to  find  work,  and  (2) 
if  commuting  is  not  satisfactory  many  will  be  forced  to  leave 
the  county  entirely.   A  decline  in  jobs  for  males  will  restrict 
the  migration  of  new  families  into  the  county.   Under  the  cir- 
cumstances the  county  population  is  bound  to  decrease  over  the 
years  to  come . 

WORKER  MOBILITY 


Figure  16  shows  the  worker  mobility  for  Mitchell  County. 
A  great  amount  of  inter-county  movement  takes  place  among  the 
workers.   The  end  result  of  all  movement  is  that  thirty-nine 
more  workers  go  out  of  the  county  than  come  in  to  work.   Since 
there  are  only  thirty-nine  less  jobs  in  Mitchell  County  than  there 
are  employed  people  in  the  labor  force,  one  might  ask  why  is  there 
so  much  movement?   The  same  question  might  be  asked  of  the  other 
counties  as  well.   There  are  many  possible  reasons,  but  the  most 
apparent  answer  is  that  the  jobs  in  the  county  of  residence  do 
not  coincide  with  the  abilities,  desires,  or  salary  expectations 
of  the  mobile  workers. 

Within  Spruce  Pine  115  workers,  or  12.4  percent  of  the 
employed  labor  force,  commute  to  other  counties  to  work.   In 
the  rest  of  Grassy  Creek  Township  191  workers  or  18.3  percent 
find  employment  in  other  counties.   Thus  all  of  Grassy  Creek 
Township  had  306  commuting  workers  in  1960,  or  about  half  of  all 
those  who  leave  the  county  to  work.   This  number  has  increased 
substantially  since  1960.   The  recent  relocation  of  Armored  Gar- 
ments Inc.  from  its  plant  in  Spruce  Pine  to  a  new  site  in  Mc- 
Dowell County  means  that  approximately  200  people  who  formerly 
worked  in  Spruce  Pine  now  commute  beyond  the  county  line.   In 
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FIGURE  16 
WORKER  MOBILITY-1960  -  MITCHELL  COUNTY 
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Yancey  County 
McDowell  County 
Avery  Coun  ty 
Burke  Coun  ty 
Buncombe  County 
Watauga  County 
Madison  Coun  ty 
Carter  Co.  Tenn. 
Un  i  CO  i  Co  .  Tenn . 
Washington  Co.  Tenn 

Sub-Total 
Elsewhere  

Total  Mobility  602  563 

Mitchell  County 

(reside  &  work)  3,170 

Total  Reporting  3,772  563 

Not  Reporting  12  3  - 

Grand  Total  3,895  563 

Source:   Unpublished  U.  S.  Census  Data,  1960. 

FIGURE  17 

WORKER  MOBILITY  -  1960 

SPRUCE  PINE  &  REST  OF  GRASSY  CREEK  TOWNSHIP 


PLACE  OF  WORK  SPRUCE  PINE              REST  OF  GRASSY 

CREEK  TOWNSHIP 

Buncombe  County  8  - 

Yancey  County  23  4 

McDowell  County  52  103 

Avery  County  8  26 

Carter  County  Tenn.  4  0 

Burke  County  4  8 

Elsewhere  16  50 

Total  Mobility  115  191 


Mitchell  County                801  823 

Total  Reporting                916  1,014 

Not  Reporting                  9  3 1 

Grand  Total                     925  1,045 

Source:   Unpublished  U.  S.  Census  Data,  1960. 
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addition,  the  American  Thread  Company,  which  is  in  the  same  gen- 
eral location  as  the  new  Armored  Garments  plant,  now  employs  ap- 
proximately 350-400  Mitchell  County  Residents. 

In  reality  there  is  no  such  thing  as  an  isolated  local 
economy  any  more.   Because  of  worker  mobility  an  industry  can 
not  open,  close,  or  expand  without  its  influence  being  felt 
throughout  a  relatively  large  area.   The  North  Carolina  Employ- 
ment Security  Commission  recognizes  this  fact.   Therefore,  it 
prepares  studies  which  show  the  availability  of  production  type 
workers  within  a  large  radius  of  a  potential  industrial  site. 
The  Commission  prepared  such  a  study  using  Spruce  Pine  as  the 
central  location  in  December,  1963.   The  area  within  a  twenty 
mile  radius  of  Spruce  Pine  was  included.   The  1960  population 
within  the  encircled  area  was  44,810  people.   Of  this  number  ap- 
proximately 3,410  people  were  available  for  employment  and  ap- 
proximately 330  high  school  graduates  enter  the  labor  force  each 
year.   The  study  analyzed  certain  characteristics  about  the  po- 
tential workers.   These  characteristics  are  shown  on  the  tables 
wh  i  ch  foil ow : 

FIGURE  18 
ABILITY  OF  RECRUITABLE  WORKERS 


CHARACTERISTICS  TOTAL  WHITE  OTHER 

MALE      FEMALE      MALE     FEMALE 

Total  Estimate  of 

Available  Production 

Type  workers  3,410     1,485    1,850         50        25 

Skilled 

S  emi- skilled 

Trainable  for 

production  jobs 

demand  ing  skill 

development  2,600     1,120    1,420         35        25 

Source:   North  Carolina  Employment  Security  Commission. 
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FIGURE  19 
EXPERIENCE  OF  WORKERS  BY  INDUSTRY 
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Source:   North  Carolina  Employment  Security  Commission 


FIGURE  20 

TRAVEL  DISTANCE  FOR  POTENTIAL  WORKERS 
(Center  Point-Spruce  Pine) 
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550 
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Source:   North  Carolina  Employment  Security  Commission, 


AGRICULTURE 


The  most  substantial  loss  of  employment  between  1950  and 
1960  was  in  agriculture  and  related  fields.   Notonly  were  there 
fewer  jobs  in  agriculture,  but  the  number  of  farms  decreased  as 
did  the  total  acreage  devoted  to  farming.   However,  this  does 
not  mean  that  agriculture  has  come  to  play  a  lesser  role  in  the 
economy  of  the  area.   While  there  are  fewer  farms  and  less  total 
acreage,  the  average  size  of  the  farms  has  increased.   The 
smaller,  less  practical  farms  are  the  ones  which  are  being  re- 
tired while  the  larger,  efficient  and  productive  farms  are  still 
active.   Furthermore,  farm  income  grew  in  the  decade  between 
1950  and  1950.   The  cash  value  of  farm  products  sold  in  Mitchell 
County  rose  by  32  percent  between  1954  and  1959.   The  deflation 
of  the  dollar  value  over  this  period  lowers  the  actual  gain  some- 
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what,  but  based  upon  a  constant  dollar  value  there  was  still  a 
substantial  increase  of  19.9  percent.* 

The  greatest  income  gain  was  realized  in  livestock  and 
livestock  products,  with  poultry  and  poultry  products  showing  the 
best  improvement.   The  greatest  reduction  of  income  came  from  for- 
est products  and  horticultural  specialty  products. 


The  area  around  Spruce  Pine  has  long  been  known  for  its 
deposits  of  mica,  feldspar  and  kaolin.   For  many  years  the  mining 
and  processing  of  these  resources  has  been  a  predominant  source 
o  f  emp loymen t . 

Mica 


Mica  mining  was  the  first  major  mining  industry  to  develop 
in  Spruce  Pine  and  Mitchell  County.   A  salesman  named  Heap  and 
one  E.  B.  Clapp  started  a  successful  mining  venture  in  the  early 
1870's.   Isaac  English  and  J.  M.  Gere,  a  former  union  colonel  whom 
English  helped  escape  during  the  Civil  War,  also  established  a 
mining  enterprise.   At  first  only  sheet  mica  had  commercial  value. 
Ground  mica  which  may  be  made  from  scrap  sheet  mica  was  considered 
useless.   The  importance  of  ground  mica  in  the  manufacture  of  rub- 
ber tires  was  later  discovered  by  Robert  R.  Denton.   He  observed 
the  ease  with  which  a  boy  removed  an  inner  tube  from  a  bicycle 
tire.   The  boy  had  used  ground  mica  as  a  substitute  for  talc  to 
keep  the  tube  from  sticking  to  the  tire.   The  substitute  was  so 
superior  that  Denton  convinced  Goodrich  Rubber  Company  to  employ 
the  mica  in  the  manufacture  of  their  tires.   Many  other  uses  have 
now  been  found  for  the  once  useless  ground  mica. 


*See  Appendix  D  for  more  detailed  information, 
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Feldspar 

For  many  years  the  value  of  feldspar  was  unknown  just  as 
was  ground  mica.   It  lay  unwanted  in  the  scrap  piles  of  mica 
mines.   However,  its  glazing  properties  soon  made  it  a  resource 
of  great  value  to  the  area.   It  is  now  used  to  glaze  enamelware 
and  pottery;  to  make  mason  jars,  bottles  and  other  glasswares, 
and  as  an  abrasive  in  scouring  soaps. 

Ka  o 1  in 

One  other  mineral  which  has  been  important  to  the  economy 
of  Spruce  Pine  and  Mitchell  County  is  kaolin.   Kaolin  is  a  white 
clay  which  is  widely  used  in  pottery  and  fine  china.   Mitchell 
County  is  the  only  primary  producer  of  kaolin  in  the  United  States 
and  the  kaolin  from  here  is  said  to  be  more  uniform  in  quality 
than  that  produced  in  England. 

Gems 


Over  three-hundred  types  of  minerals  and  gems  are  found  in 
the  Spruce  Pine  area.   Although  most  are  not  available  in  commer- 
cial quantities,  they  are  of  interest  to  students   of  mineralogy. 
For  this  reason  Spruce  Pine  has  become  the  recognized  gathering 
place  for  "rock  hounds"  from  near  and  far. 

INDUSTRIAL  DECLINE 

While  mining  has  been,  and  still  is,  a  major  industry  in  the 
Spruce  Pine  area,  it  has  declined  substantially  in  recent  years. 
There  was  some  r e v i ta 1 i za t i on  of  the  industry  between  1952  and 
1962,  due  to  a  governmental  stockpiling  program  for  strategic  mica, 
When  this  program  was  discontinued  many  people  were  left  jobless. 
This  is  so  because  this  same  mica  can  be  obtained  more  efficiently 
from  foreign  sources,  where  labor  costs  are  lower.   Strategic  mica 
cannot  be   mined  in  this  country  on  a  competitive  basis.   For  such 
an  operation  to  take  place  it  must  receive  some  form  of  assistance, 
such  as  the  above  mentioned  governmental  program.   The  only  mica 
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which  is  manufactured  in  the  Spruce  Pine  area  now  is  crushed  mica. 
Unfortunately,  the  income  from  this  operation  is  low.   Feldspar 
and  kaolin  continue  to  be  mined  in  the  Spruce  Pine  area,  but  they 
face  the  same  foreign  competition  as  strategic  mica.   Therefore, 
the  income  from  mining  has  remained  relatively  low  over  the  years, 
even  though  living  costs  have  risen. 

RETAIL  AND  WHOLESALE  TRADE 

Two  interesting  facts  may  be  pointed  out  for  the  wholesale 
and  retail  trade  in  Mitchell  County.   First,  there  has  been  a 
tendency  toward  a  slight  decrease  in  the  number  of  establishments 
in  both;  and  second,  while  there  are  fewer  establishments,  total 
sales,  wages,  and  the  number  of  employees  have  all  increased  by 
substantial  amounts.   Dispite  the  fact  that  there  are  fewer  es- 
tablishments, this  area  of  the  economy  is  improving.   The  relation- 
ship between  this  and  agriculture  is  quite  similar  in  that  both 
are  realizing  more  income  from  fewer  sources. 

FIGURE  21 

TRENDS  IN  RETAIL  AND  WHOLESALE  TRADE 

for 

MITCHELL  COUNTY  1948-19  54-19  58 


1948 


1954 


Percent   1958 
Change 


Percent 

Chang  e 


Retail  Trade 

No.  of  establishments 
Annual  Payroll  ($1,000) 
Sales  ($1,000) 
Number  of  employees 

Who lesale  Trade 


No.  of  establishments  14  9 

Annual  payroll  ($1,000)  141  244 

Sales  ($1,000)  2,976  4,517 

Number  of  employees  60  63 
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Source:  U.  S.  Census  of  Business;  1948,  1954  &  195{ 
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APPENDIX  C 
MITCHELL  COUNTY  AGRICULTURAL  TRENDS 
1950  -  1959 


1950  195A  1959 


Numbe  r  o  f  f a  rms 

Acreage     in     farms 

Percent  of  total 

Average  farm  size  (acres) 

White  operators 

Acres  fa  rme  d  by 
wh  ite  operators 

Non-white  operators 

Acres  farmed  by  non-white 

operators  82  77  101 

Decrease  in  farms  due  to  change  in  farm  definition  -  236 

Source:   U.  S.  Census  of  Agriculture;  1950,  1954  and  1959. 
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APPENDIX  E 
BREAKDOWN  OF  RETAIL  SALES  FOR  1954  and  1958 


RETAIL  TYPE 


1954 
($000) 


Percent 
of  Total 


1958     Percent 
($000)    of  Total 


Food  Stores 

Eating  &.    Drinking 

General  Merchandise 

Apparel,  Accessories 

Furniture,  home  furnish- 
ings 

Automotive  group 

Gasoline  Service  Stations 

Lumber,  building  materials 

Drug  Stores 

Other  Retail  Stores 


1 

,255 

260 

1 

,037 

310 

204 

2 

,555 

336 

822 

183 

511 

16.8 

2 

,  157 

23.2 

3.5 

239 

2.6 

13.9 

1 

,073 

11.6 

4.  1 

425 

4.6 

2.7 

540 

5.8 

34.2 

2 

,543 

27.4 

4.5 

699 

7.5 

11.0 

1 

,040 

11.2 

2.5 

18  8* 

2.0 

6.8 

3  7  8* 

4.  1 

Total  Sales 


7  ,473 


100.0 


9,282 


100.0 


* Estimated  -  In  1958,  figures  were  withheld  to  avoid  disclosure 


Source ; 


Census  of  Business,  1954  and  195i 
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APPENDIX  G 
MINING  AND  MANUFACTURING  IN  MITCHELL  COUNTY 
AS  OF  AUGUST,  1964 


NO.  OF  EMPLOYEES 


NAME  OF  FIRM 


251-500 
101-250 


51-100 


1-50 


Ellen  Knitting  Mills 

International  Minerals  &  Chemical 
Corp.  Spruce  Pine  Manufacturing  Co< 

Feldspar  Corp.  (covers  mines  and 
plants  in  Burnsville  also) 
Spruce  Pine  Mica  Co. 

Bell  Hos  iery  Mill 

Carpenter  &  Philips  Mica  Co. 

Charlie  Bryant's  Sa  wm  ill 

Cline  Hosiery  Mill 

Diamond  Mica  Co. 

Lawson-Un i t ed  Feldspar  Corp. 

Mayland  Printing  Co. 

Med  ford  Sawmill 

Pepsi-Cola  Bottling  Co. 

Roam  Mills  Inc . 

Spruce  Pine  Lumber  Co. 

Tri-County  News 


Source 


North  Carolina  Employment  Security  Commission,  Spruce 
Pine  Office. 
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APPENDIX  H 

SPRUCE  PINE 
POPULATION  BY  AGE,  1950-1980 


AGES 


1950 


1960 


1970^ 


1980' 


0-4 
5-14 

15-24 
25-34 
35-44 
45-54 
55-64 
65-over 

To  ta  1 


302 

283 

325 

350 

428 

472 

525 

575 

360 

402 

375 

350 

408 

359 

350 

350 

318 

355 

425 

475 

220 

267 

325 

375 

141 

205 

250 

325 

103 

161 

200 

250 

2280 


2504 


2775 


3050 


*Figures  for  the  projected  years  have  been  rounded  to  the  nearest 
quarter  of  a  hundred. 

Source:   U.  S.  Census  of  Population,  1950  and  1960. 
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APPENDIX  I 

MITCHELL  COUNTY 
POPULATION  BY  AGE,  1950-1980 


AGES 

1950 

1960 

197  0* 

19  80* 

0-4 

1841 

1390 

1200 

1000 

5-9 

1776 

1414 

1225 

1025 

10-14 

1663 

1557 

1175 

1025 

15-19 

1429 

1365 

1075 

925 

20-24 

1158 

789 

725 

550 

25-29 

1059 

848 

800 

650 

30-34 

939 

882 

600 

550 

35-39 

978 

857 

700 

650 

40-44 

881 

855 

800 

550 

45-49 

769 

828 

725 

575 

50-54 

659 

723 

700 

650 

55-59 

510 

660 

700 

625 

60-64 

438 

506 

550 

550 

65-0 ve  r 

1043 

1232 

1525 

1675 

Total 


15143 


13906 


12500 


11000 


*Figures  for  the  projected  years  have  been  rounded  to  the  nearest 
quarter  of  a  hundred. 

Source:   Division  of  Community  Planning,  North  Carolina  Department 
of  Conservation  and  Development. 
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